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Group VII (claim 17) 

Appellant repeats the arguments of Group I, wtiich are addressed above. 
Group VIII fdaims 18 and 19) 

Appellant argues that neither the Federal Register nor Biais et al teach the step 
of routing the market liability order to the market participant next in queue whom would 
be locked and execute the order at the price of the locked quote. Examiner maintains 
that under the combination of the Federal Register and Biais et al, this step is 
antidpated. If the quote remains locked or crossed, this is detected and it is Inherent 
that the steps of the Federal Register and Biais et al are repeated. 

Group IX fdaims 20 and 21) 

Appellant repeats the arguments of Group VI, which are addressed above. 
For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
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